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Pursuant to § 1.429(f) of the Commission's Rules

(47 CFR § 1. 429 (f) ), AT&T Corp. ("AT&T") respectfully

submits the following reply to filings regarding the

Petitions for Reconsideration ("Petitions") of the

Commission's Report and Order ("Order"), FCC 95-41, released

February 6, 1995. 1 Parties continue to seek basic changes

in the Order's balancing of the divergent needs of the

Location and Monitoring Service ("LMS") and Part 15 devices

which will be sharing the 902-928 MHz band. 2 AT&T's

position, as stated in its comments, is that the rules

The parties referenced in this reply and the
abbreviations used to identify them are set forth in the
Appendix.

2 For example, Teletrac (p. 8), SBMS (p. 8), and Pinpoint
(pp. 6-11) still urge reconsideration of the safe harbor
under which Part 15 devices meeting certain requirements
are considered not to interfere with multilateration LMS
systems, and SBMS objects to the band plan established in
the Order (pp. 3, 6-8).
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adopted in the Order represent fair compromises permitting

such sharing and that the bases of those compromises should

not be revisited. 3

AT&T did, however, support proposals in the

Petitions to clarify or modify the rules so as better to

implement the balance struck in the Order. Filings

responding to the Petitions show that the rules should be

improved in those respects.

One area in which AT&T supported such improvement

is to establish firmly that the primary purpose of LMS is

location, not general messaging. On the other hand,

Teletrac's Opposition urges that "voice service should be

allowed on a secondary basis," and it should be "the market

that determines what service will make the most use of the

spectrum" (p. 13). MobileVision's Opposition also insists

that such market determination is "necessary" for the

deployment of LMS systems (p. 3). This flies in the face of

the Commission's intent that LMS not be used for "general

messaging purposes" (Order, ~ 26).4 Rather than abandoning

the balancing of interests embodied in that intent, the

3

4

EIA/CEG articulated this thought as follows: "The
Commission should reject requests to weaken the equitable
compromise that has been achieved" (p. 2).

Accord: Ad Hoc (pp. 12-13); Cellnet (pp. 8-10); Itron
(p. 3); Metricom/SCE (pp. 2-4).
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Commission should clarify or tighten the rules to effectuate

it. The proposal of Cellnet, which AT&T's comments

supported (p. 5), that there be an explicit rule prohibiting

general messaging services is appropriately directed to that

end.

Similarly, Teletrac's insistence that LMS users

need "immediate" location and status information should not

lead the Commission to abandon its compromise rule that only

"store and forward interconnection" with the public switched

network is permitted except in emergencies. Here again, the

Commission should clarify its rules to guard against an

interpretation that storage can occur only for an instant so

that delay in conversation is imperceptible. 5 Time and

frequency limits as proposed in UTC's Petition (p. 10), a

minimum storage time as proposed in the Petitions of

Learning Coalition (p. 13) and Metricom/SCE (p. 15), and a

"mailbox" in which messages are independently deposited and

retrieved, as SBMS now suggests (p. 17), are appropriate in

this regard. 6

5

6

The Petitions of SBMS (p. 10) and the Part 15 Coalition
(p. 12) feared such an interpretation. The confession in

MobileVision's Petition (p. 6) that "location services
alone do not form the basis for a business case" provides
grounds for that fear. AT&T's comments (p. 5) noted that
this concern justified clarification of the rule.

TrA's Comments (pp. 11-12) also supported clarification
in this area.
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A second point of clarification sought by AT&T

(p. 7) is to establish that Part 15 devices complying with

§ 90.361 are protected against claims of interference from

grandfathered Automatic Vehicle Monitoring ("AVM") systems,

as well as new LMS systems. 7 As AT&T noted, the rules

appear drafted inadvertently to negate such protection. 8

On the other hand, SBMS argues that § 90.363(c),

entitling existing multilateration AVM systems to continue

to operate in their licensed spectrum until the April 1,

1998 date for conversion to the new spectrum, "must" mean

that the safe harbor applies only after that date (p. 12).

However, nothing in the Order indicates that grandfathered

AVM systems and new LMS systems are different in this

regard, and the Commission would not have established such

an important distinction without any explanation. Moreover,

SBMS' argument about the transition date is disingenuous:

SBMS' position is that the Commission's balancing of the

interests of LMS systems and Part 15 devices "impermissibly

amended Part 15," because it is contrary to the secondary

7

8

The Part 15 Coalition made that proposal in its Petition
(p. 12). In addition to AT&T, it is supported by Ad Hoc
(p. 16) and TIA (p. 13).

The inadvertence is that the safe harbor for complying
Part 15 devices applies in terms only to LMS systems
operating in an MTA sub-band, while grandfathered AVM
systems were not licensed on an MTA basis.
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status of those devices, whether effective before or after

the April 1, 1998 date (pp. 8,12). The comments of the

Part 15 Coalition (p. 9) demonstrate that the presumption of

non-interference does not constitute a rewrite of Part 15

and is within the Commission's statutory authority. The

grace period for converting to new spectrum is precisely

that: it does not mean that during the grace period

grandfathered systems can force the shutdown of interfering

Part 15 devices that comply with the Commission's standards.

Respectfully submitted,

AT&T CORP.

~£}~
Mark C. Rosenblum
Kathleen F. Carroll
Ernest A. Gleit

By:
---=.=.,::..=~----=--=------

Its Attorneys

Room 3252F3
295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, New Jersey 07920

Dated: June 7, 1995



APPENDIX

Ad Hoc Gas Distribution utilities Coalition - Ad Hoc
Air Touch Teletrac - Teletrac
Cellnet Data Systems, Inc. - Cellnet
Connectivity for Learning Coalition - Learning Coalition
Consumer Electronics Group of the Electronic

Industries Association - EIA/CEG
Itron, Inc. - Itron
Metricom, Inc. and Southern California Edison Company

- Metricom/SCE
MobileVision, L.P. - MobileVision
Part 15 Coalition
Pinpoint Communications, Inc. - Pinpoint
Southwestern Bell Mobile Systems, Inc. - SBMS
Telecommunications Industry Association,

User Premises Equipment Division,
Wireless Communications Section - TIA

UTC
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I, Alice M. Popelka, hereby certify that on this 7th
day of June, 1995, copies of AT&T's Reply were mailed, postage
prepaid, to the following:

George L. Lyon, Jr.
Lukas, McGowan, Nace

& Gutierrez, Chartered
1111 19th Street, N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, DC 20036
Attorneys for Ad Hoc Gas

Dist. utilities Coalition

Mario Proietti
AirTouch Teletrac
7391 Lincoln Way
Garden Grove, CA 92641

Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Vice President
Federal Regulatory
AirTouch Communications, Inc.
1818 N Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

Theresa Fenelon
Pillsbury Madison & Sutro
1050 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, DC 20036
Attorneys for AirTouch Teletrac

Christopher D. Imlay
Booth Freret & Imlay
1233 20th Street, N.W.
Suite 204
Washington, DC 20036
Attorney for American Radio

Relay League, Inc.

Lawrence J. Movshin
Wilkinson, Barker,

Knauer & Quinn
1735 New York Ave. NW
Washington, DC 20006
Attorney for Cellnet Data

Systems, Inc.

Gordon M. Ambach
Executive Director
Council Of Chief State

School Officers
One Massachusetts Ave, NW
Suite 700
Washington, DC 20001-1431

Gary M. Epstein
Raymond B. Grochowski
Latham & Watkins
1001 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Washington, DC 20004
Attorneys for Hughes

Transp. Mgmt. Sys.

Robert B. Kelly
W. Ashby Beal, Jr.
Kelly & Povich, PC
1101 30th Street, NW
Suite 300
Washington, DC 20007
Attorneys for Intelligent

Transp. Soc. of America

John J. McDonnell
Reed Smith Shaw

& McClay
1200 18th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036
Attorney for Mobile

Vision, L.P.
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David E. Hilliard
Edward A. Yorkgitis, Jr.
Karen A. Kincaid
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20006
Attorneys for AMTECH Corp.

Henry Goldberg
Henrietta Wright
W. Kenneth Ferree
Goldberg, Godles, Wiener

& Wright
1229 Nineteenth street, NW
Washington, DC 20036
Attorneys for Part 15 Coalition

Deborah Lipoff, Esq.
Associate General Counsel
Rand McNally & Company
8255 North Central Park
Skokie, IL 60076

Glen Wilson, Vice President
Safetran Systems Corporation
Engineering Research

& Development Division
10655 7th Street
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

Wayne Watts
VP & General Attorney
Southwestern Bell Mobile

Systems, Inc.
17330 Preston Road
Suite 100A
Dallas, TX 75252

Allan R. Adler
Roy R. Russo
Cohn and Marks
1333 New Hampshire Ave NW
Suite 600
Washington, DC 20036-1573
Attorneys for Interagency

Group

David E. Hilliard
Edward A. Yorkgitis, Jr.
Michael K. Baker
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20006
Attorneys for Pinpoint

Communications, Inc.

Daniel S. Goldberg, Esq.
Goldberg, Godles, Wiener

& Wright
1229 Nineteenth Street NW
Washington, DC 20036
Attorneys for Rand McNally

& Company

Henry M. Rivera
Larry S. Solomon
Ginsburg, Feldman
& Bress, Chtd.
1250 Connecticut Ave NW
Washington, DC 20036
Attorneys for Metricom, Inc.

and Southern California
Edison Co.

Louis Gurman
Jerome K. Blask
Nadja S. Sodos
Gurman, Kurtis, Blask

& Freedman, Chartered
1400 Sixteenth St., NW
Suite 500
Washington, DC 20036
Attorneys for Southwestern

Bell Mobile Systems, Inc.
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Legal Counsel
Texas Instruments Inc.
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Andrew D. Lipman
Catherine Wang
Swidler & Berlin, Chartered
3000 K Street, NW
Suite 300
Washington, DC 20007
Attorneys for Texas Instruments

and MFS Network Technologies, Inc.

McNeil Bryan, President
Uniplex Corporation
2905 Country Drive
St. Paul, MN 55117

Thomas J. Keller
Sari Zimmerman
Verner, Liipfert, Bernhard

McPherson & Hand, Chartered
901 15th Street, N.W.
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20005
Attorneys for Association

of American Railroads

Joseph P. Markoski
Jeffrey A. Campbell
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey
1201 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
P.O. Box 407
Washington, D.C. 20044
Attorneys for Consumer

Electronics Group,
Electronic Industries Ass'n

Jay E. Padgett, Chairman
Wireless Consumer
Communications Section

Daniel L. Bart, Vice President
Telecommunications Industry

Association
2500 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 300
Arlington, VA 22201

Sean A. Stokes
Jeffrey L. Sheldon
UTC
1140 Connecticut Ave NW
Suite 1140
Washington, DC 20036

Matthew J. McCloy
George A. Hanover
Staff Vice Presidents
Consumer Electronic Group,

Electronic Industries
Association

2500 Wilson Boulevard
Arlington, VA 22201

Henrietta Wright
W. Kenneth Ferree
Goldberg, Godles,

Wiener & Wright
1229 Nineteenth st., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Attorneys for Itron, Inc.

Gerald P. McCartin
Mitchell Lazarus
Arent Fox Kintner Plotkin

& Kahn
1050 Connecticut Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20036-5339
Attorneys for Symbol

Technologies, Inc.



,

- 4 -

Because no mailing address was provided, a copy of AT&T's
Reply could not be mailed to:

Frank Withdrow
Council of Chief state School Officers

for the Connectivity for Learning Coalition

flA:u1h-~Alice M. Popel

Dated: June 7, 1995


